Beer John, 


5/24/69 


Dick hor^ cent rac ccpleo of hie 5/l9 letter to you en.1 his 5/21 
mrac. To ssy thet •. concur lo to sav nothliic, tor his perception and ImoeledG* in 
thBGe matters so greatly exceed mine. I would, horever, like to add eone cnphasle 
for other reaeons end to suggest e contort, especially hocanice I oeree with DlcJc’e 
Vfiloo noa-legfil) opinion on whot cen help your case* 

Frezier togtlfiod that thoi'e should hoTe he^n narkln^^e on the head 
of the cortpld^es. lie teew they had to he there* He covered hinaelf In tiro ways: 
ha told tno Connieslon this and he cqulvo coted in tho rest of rhal he said, not esyliB 
that absolutely there were no euch but thet he dl^ cot notr any. This Is 

culpable, given his competence, his function, his experience oa an expert end a 
witness end the nature of the inquiry. 

snyt-ing you do rrlth hlra, I strongly recocT.end refe-cnce to his 
Orleans tastinony (or !tbr it Xbeneyfelt » s? ) , where tho testimony is that he/ the 
FBI did not seek eny solutions, any answerc to eny problems, did not Incuire into 
whot h^ to ba innuired into, for he/thsy trie tod hiniEQ If/ themself to responding 
to instructicnB, nothinff oloo. tentlmony wns in reopenae to s cross-eraciinetion 

question on had ha looked for ether pceslblo sources of the ahontlng. 

Prezier^e evidence esn.^ot be trusted, I think you shopld claim, because 
of this and because ho ccnelstently failed to present tho required belliatics and 
related evidence, as with the prsaence of reaidueB on 399 end the fragments and the 
fellure to teat those recidues discover their nature and origin (^iIT2?s.'ASH). 
ills evidence also should not be tnisted bec.?us9 he vas willinv to give That he Ijsd to 
know Incorpctont hence decoptlve tcctlrr>ony, as '-1th th-. srectrogrcphlc nn? lysis of 
tho same bullet end fwagnonte (some ecurce), Thera he testing rerely that they were 
lead, iThlch net less then o wilful deception, given hie same beckground ond 
position* 


I think you should go after Fraziar/tto FBI dlrectl:; and as herd as 
poesiblo, with h0‘ vy use of the ftvelleble K.O* tefitimony. It is appropriate in any 
request for any of the ^»vli»nce on the ahota, I think HGcesEary, and a direct ettsek 
on ths i tegrity of tcc evidence ena thoao presenting and interpret lug it is needed 
to destroy the njet«.rial presented against you by the soverxnnent. Without it there ia 
too good 0 chnnee the Judge will assume the FBI is to be trusted, honce you m ed not 
hiive the evidence because you heva their word, I thir.k it ie also vltcl to oaios it 
irupoesiblc for the Julge to have en out If he le disposed to rule agolnst you or is ± 
friendly and ’.’wll-dlaposed to tho government. Federal judges have much to do with tho FBI. 

I dc plcn to deal with this rind similar thiLga in hendlinr the frameup 
in OSWALD, which need not influence you at all. However, this \illi make ma 

even more inter sted in anything you may do with it. I hope you do, and with success. 

Sincerely, 


Harold T.eiscirg 


